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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 21 and 25 objected to because of the following informalities: 
In claims 21 and 25, "obtainable using" is not idiomatic English. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 . Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

2. The term "improved" in claim 23 is a relative term which renders the claim 
indefinite. The term "improved" is not defined by the claim, the specification does not 
provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the 
art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 1 2-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dorrestijn et al. (US 5,948,858). 

As to claims 12-17, Dorrestijn et al. discloses a polymer composition comprising 
(see examples1-6): 

A) A polyamide (referred to as (B), see col. 6, lines 12-14), preferably Nylon 6 
(See col. 6, lines 28-30) with an amino end group (see col. 2, lines 2-10). See 
col 4, lines 1 1-54 for a general description of the polyamides. 

B) An ABS graft copolymer (referred to as (A), see col. 6, Iines6-1 1 ). See col 
2, line 58 through col. 4, line 10 for a general description of the graft copolymers. 

C) A compatible agent consisting of styrene, maleic anhydride, and 
acrylonitrile (referred to as (C), see col. 6, lines 15-26 and for additional details, 
see col. 4, line 55 through col. 5, line 27) comprising: 

c1 ) A styrene (vinyl aromatic monomer) content if 67%. Calculated 
from the ratio disclosed on col. 6, lines 15-18. 



Application/Control Number: 10/586,384 Page 4 

Art Unit: 4131 

c2) Maleic anhydride (units derived from a monomer, which comprises 
a functional group that can react with the end groups of the polyamide 
above). See col. 6, lines 15-18 and for additional details, see col. 4, lines 
55-66. 

c3) Acrylonitrile (units derived from a monomer, which comprises no 
functional groups that can react with the end groups of the polyamide 
above). See col. 6, lines 15-18 and for additional details, see col. 4, lines 
55-66. 

E) Phthalic anhydride (referred to as (D), a low-molecular weight compound, 

which comprises a dicarboxylic anhydride group). See col. 6, lines 27-28 and for 

additional details, see col. 1 line 61 through col. 2, line 57. 

Groups D and F are optional and are not required as disclosed in claim 1 . 

Dorrestijn et al. is silent on two graft copolymers of ABS that differ at least by 5% 
by weight from one and another in their rubber contents being present. 

However, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made by modifying the polymer composition of Dorrestijn et al. 
via using two graft copolymers of ABS that differ at least by 5% by weight from one and 
another in their rubber contents being present by Dorrestijn et al. because it has been 
held that "it is prima facie obvious to combine two compositions each taught by the prior 
art to be useful for the same purpose, in order to form a third composition to be used for 
the very same purpose." MPEP § 2144.06 I. 
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4. As to claims 18 and 19 that further define the optional component F and apply 
only , Dorrestijn et al. is silent on the additives: silicone oil or stearate, however, the 
limitations of these claims apply only when the optional ingredient is included. 

5. As to claim 20, Dorrestijn et al. discloses a process for preparing the polymer 
composition via mixing the components A, B, C, and D (referred to as A, B, C, and E by 
applicant) together to form the polymer composition. See col. 6, lines 29-45. 

Dorrestijn et al. is silent on a first step of mixing a portion of the graft copolymer 
and the polyamide. Afterwards, a second step is applied via adding the rest of the 
components together into the mixture. 

However, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made by modifying the process via first mixing a portion of the 
graft copolymer and the polyamide together first, since changes in the sequence of 
adding ingredients have been held to establish prima facie obviousness. See MPEP § 
2144.04 IV C. 

6. As to claims 21 and 22, Dorrestijn et al. discloses using the polymer composition 
to form a "moulded part" (molding, see col. 5, lines 43-59). 

7. As to claims 23 and 24, Dorrestijn et al. discloses the "moulded part" (molding, 
see col. 5, lines 43-59) as applied above to claim 21 . 



Application/Control Number: 10/586,384 Page 6 

Art Unit: 4131 

Dorrestijn et al. is silent on the "improved frictional properties" and the ACf 
properties of the molding. 

However, as noted above, the molding of Dorrestijn et al. is identical to the 
presently claimed, and identical compositions must have identical properties. 
Accordingly, the properties of instant claims 23 and 24 are assumed to be inherent to 
the composition of Dorrestijn et al. Since the PTO does not have proper means to 
conduct experiments, the burden of proof is now shifted to applicants to show other 
wise. In re Best, 562 F. 2d 1252, 195 USPQ 430 (CCPA 1977); In re Fitzgerald, 205 
USPQ 594 (CCPA 1980). 

8. As to claim 25, Dorrestijn et al discloses a "molding part" (molding, see col. 5, 
lines 43-59) as applied to claim 22 above. The molding is used in "dashboards, interior 
door panels and centre consoles of motorcars" (motor-vehicle-interior parts, see col. 5, 
lines 43-59). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARK S. KAUCHER whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7340. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 8:00 AM 
to 5:00 PM EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David R. Sample can be reached on 571-275-5007. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/David R. Sample/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 4131 

/MARK S KAUCHER/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 4131 



